LIBERAL   REPUBLICANISM
statesmen are the instruments not of Providence but of general
corruption." *
Thus, instead of the citizens being as it were the instruments
of the State, it is the State that is but the expression of their
wills, the instrument of their moral development. It is in fact
their creation, and Renouvier takes up the theory of the social
contract as alone capable of providing a working theory of
the State. Of course, he says, it is only a fiction, but " it is a
fiction which has its real counterpart in the nature of things "
and " the theoretical assumption of a contract anterior to any
particular convention is a form given to the twofold principle,
both of the free and reasoned consent given by the individual
to the society in which circumstances have placed him, and of
his duty to respect its laws, under condition of his liberty being
guaranteed within agreed limits. Theorists who have ques-
tioned that contract theory have ignored that principle of
freedom and reason, and tried, in the name of some natural
necessity or divine right, to subject men to arbitrary and
uncontrolled authority." 2
It would be difficult to imagine a conception of the State
more directly opposed to all systems, whatever their labels,
which have la raison d'etat as their ultimate ratio. Renouvier's
State is never a Being with a life of its own, or an end in itself;
far from having all rights over its members^ it can exercise its
rights only in strict correlation to the rights which they have
both against and on it. Nor will he admit that even in the most
democratic of States the citizen can abdicate his personal
responsibility, delegate to any individual or group that sove-
reignty of his own conscience which is one of the attributes of
his inalienable personality. " In a free State, even a member
of a minority is sovereign. He exercises his sovereignty either
by obeying or by revolting." 3
1	Science de la Morale, i., pp. 430-431.
2	Philosophic an antique, iii., p. 635.
8 Critique philosophique, 1872, i., p. 227. Renouvier's ethics of revolution
would deserve a separate study. He has no belief in the value of strict con-
formity. " No progress comes by submission to things as they are, and there
is nothing moral in social discipline as such," he remarks, but he also admits
that revolution rarely succeeds. He would probably agree withT. H. Green.
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